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STATE OF CALIFORNIA-—RESOURCES AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR., Governor

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

DIVISION OF OIL AND GAS

1416 - 9th STREET, ROOM 131D
SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 95814
(916) 445-9686

March 12, 1982

‘Mr. Alan Levin

Director, State Programs Division
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Office of Water Supply WHSSO

401 M. Street,S.W.

Washington, D.C 20460

Dear Mr. Le /yéZL*AJ

California Application for Primacy
in the Regulation of Class II
Injection Wells Pursuant to
Section 1425 of the SDWA

I need to vent my frustration in writing. As you know, we submitted
our application for primacy for Class II wells in California to the
Regional Office on April 20, 1981. Since that time, we have had
several meetings with Nathan Lau of the Regional Office to respond
to questions regarding our application. We feel we have always
responded to those questions in a timely and adequate fashion, no
matter how trivial the gquestion. Lau has always seemed satisfied,
although we never received any formal request, acceptance, Or rejec-
tion of the material we have submitted.

One session on September 17, 1981, was spent responding to questions
raised by Phillip Tate in a July 16, 1981 memo to Bill Thurston.
Following that session, things more or less came to a standstill.
Response to our calls to the Regional Office regarding the status of
our application and concern with the way things were progressing were
always of a sympathetic and courteous nature, but nothing happened.
This inaction prompted my call to you in January.

Your prompt action generated some response from the Regional Office.

A meeting was set for February 10 and then postponed and held on
February 17. At that session, we again discussed the MOU and responded
to some concerns about some of our aguifer exemptions. At that time, I
also asked for and received a hand-written schedule of events that were
to occur over the next four months that would culminate with delegation
of Primacy on June 28, 1982.

The results of that session were encouraging -- then the ultimate
fiasco occurred. I received a draft letter from Lau asking us to
respond to the questions that Phillip Tate had raised in his July 16,
1981 letter. These were questions we had responded to at sessions
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held some seven months ago.

I immediately called Lau and told him that sending such a letter nine
months after the questions had been raised made them look extremely
foolish. But more importantly, that it is completely frustrating to

me and my staff who have spent many hours on this project with apparently
little headway being made. As a result of our talk, he has agreed not

to send such a letter, but to meet with us on March 16, 1982 and get any
information in writing that he needs to complete our application to his
satisfaction. Hopefully, we are on the path to resolution of the prob-
lem, but I sometimes feel that our dealings with the Region Nine Office
are going in ever-expanding circles.

Fcr your infeormation and reccrd, I am encleosing a copy of our applica-
tion minus two volumes of aquifer exemption material, the Phillip Tate
letter with some pertinent comments in the margins, Alan Hager's letter
in response to some of the Tate questions, and Lau's draft letter of
March 10, 1987.

Sincerely,

MGM:iw

Enclosures
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NONHYDROCARBON-PRODUCING ZONE INJECTION DATA

TDS OF

INJECTED WATER

INJEC - DIST. »
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e ‘
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3;32 TDS OF ZONE WATER
2764 RT. TR FORMATION & ZONE PRIOR TO INJECTION
= gt FETHITOTE REPETCO 365866
e K s ez on— Begel - —hakewood
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myrru = -LL,JU\.I
e Ssutelle Duente 25500
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1.0 Recent—Sand 36,200
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1/75 : 1 - ’““—-ﬁkhé;?4§ﬁf Ts 36806
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' 2 Ramona Pico 5,000
B2 South Tapo Canyon Pico 1,900 ppm NaCl
7/75 2 Oat Mountain Undiff. 4,800
=2 Simi Sespe 4,300
7/77 2 (oAl e e e 1z 211 AN EO00
P ReAT I St ey o g IO AV I LC p AV R AV AC)
7177 3 Lempoe - —Losp 3195680
=4 = Pl w g g - 9UUU
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el " Monterey "D" Sand 4,600
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b— Bellevue—West — - — Tutare— 25666+
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4 Blackwell's Corner Tumey 2,100 -2,600% 29,000
T4 Buena Vista Tulare 9,200 5,300-36,500
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15,300

600
23,800
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5,600
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ppm NaCl
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ppn NaCl
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VOLUME
INJECTED

gBarrelsz

1,793,000
1,903,000
91,000
695,000

81,800,000
13,795,000
6,057,000

400,000
50,798,000

a1 000

#"E" "log calculation
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VOLUME
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JEC h .
ART TDS OF ZONE WATER TDS OF INJECTED
s FIELD FORMATION & ZONE PRIOR TO INJECTION INJECTED WATER ‘(Barrels)
\&t\ S Guijarral Hills Ltchegoin-Jacalitos 9,400 _ 20,500 931,000
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